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Detailed Action 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on August 15, 2008 pending claims 1-26 has been 
entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter, 
as they do not fall under any of the statutory classes of inventions. The language in the claims raise an issue because 
the claims are directed merely to an abstract idea that is not tied to an article of manufacture which would result in a 
practical application producing a concrete, useful, and tangible result to form the basis of statutory subject matter under 
35 U.S.C. 101. 

2. Claims 1-8 and claims 22-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non- statutory subject matter. 

Claims 1-8 are non-statutory because it fails to be claimed in conjunction with a 
computer readable medium. The components claimed, (i.e. a program module) is interpreted as 
being implemented by software. Software, per se, does not fall within a statutory category of 
patentability. 

3. Claims 22-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the specification, in page 5 
Paragraph [0019] recites "computer readable media may comprise computer storage media and 
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communication media. . . The communication media typically embodies computer readable 
instructions, data structures, program modules or other data in a modulated data signal such as a 
carrier wave or other transport mechanism and includes any information delivery media, the 
term "modulated data signal" means a signal that has one or more of its characteristics set or 
changed in such a manner as to encode information in the signal". The "modulated data signal ", 
is non-statutory subject matter. Appropriate correction required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 
of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

5. Claims 1-6, 9-16, and 19-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Calcagno et al. United States Patent Publication No. 2003/0176,999 Al in view of Newsted 
et al. United States Patent No. 6,016,467 further in view of Bolotinikov et al. United States 
Patent Publication No. 2003/0009352 Al. 

As per claims 1 and 9: 

Calcagno et al. teach a system/method comprising: a program module executing on a 
computer that receives inputs (i.e., "The invention may be described in 
the general context of computer-executable instructions , such as 
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program modules, being executed by a computer . " (Par. 32)... 
"First, the normalization component (wherever it may reside) 
receives the input DRS (i.e., the array of boxes) . " (Par . 207)) ; a 
program module configured to generate from the modified inputs, a collection of ranked 
interpretations, comprising a set of fragments of data types structurally compatible to data 
types in the modified inputs, wherein a fragment of the set of compatible fragments is 
generated by analyzing a grammatical structure of one or more of the modified inputs at a 
linguistic level (i.e., "Next, UDRS semantic mapping processing engine 
222 in IFG 212 applies all applicable semantic mapping rules to 
the UDRS. This is indicated by block 324. It should be noted 
that these rules can be constructed at compile time or 
constructed from other rules and the schema at run time. The 
result of the application of the semantic mapping rules is a set 
of interpretation fragments that specify a mapping between a set 
of UDRS box elements and a set of SemDRS box elements . The 
token coverage of these interpretation fragments are defined as 
the set of tokens in the input sentence corresponding to the 
UDRS box element matched. The interpretation fragments with 
their token coverage and assigned costs are sent to data store 
215 and stored. This is indicated by block 326 in FIG. 4. It 
should also be noted, of course, that multiple rules can be 
applied to the same part of the UDRS." (Par. 251)). 
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Calcagno et al. do not explicitly disclose for the inputs to identify a token. However, 
Newsted et al. teaches a method/system, a program module configured to parse a 
grammatical structure of the received inputs to identify a token not present in the received 
inputs, wherein the token includes a word that is statistically associated with documents 
that have grammatical structures similar to the received inputs (i.e. , "As known to 
those skilled in art, lexical analysis typically includes 
detecting language tokens which are typically basic elements of 
a language, such as valid keywords. Syntactic analysis includes 
using parsing techniques typically known to those skilled in the 
art to verify the relationship between various lexical tokens 
detected during the lexical analysis phase. In other words, the 
lexical analysis phase checks to see that the basic atomic 
elements , such as keywords of a language , are proper. The 
syntactic analysis phase builds upon these valid atomic elements 
or lexical tokens by further verifying that these tokens are 
organized in relation to one another, for example, in accordance 
with rules defining valid programming language statements." (See 
Newsted et al . Col. 5 lines 1 -1 3 ) ) ; program module configured to add the 
token to the received inputs thereby generating a modified inputs (i.e., 
"Additionally, a modification is made to the generated lexical 
analyzer code 84 as produced by LEX, the lexical analyzer 
generator 82 in the embodiment. In this embodiment, LEX 
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includes a module named "lexget . c " which includes code that 
reads in the input character stream. The lexical analyzer 
generator 82 typically generates code in which the character 
input stream is read from a file. In this embodiment of the 
grammar sensitive editor, "lexget .c" is modified to read the 
input characters from the edit buffer 42, rather than from an 
input file." (See Newsted et al . Col. 13 lines 36-45)). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the method/system disclosed in Calcagno et al. to have inputs to identify a token. 
This modification would have been obvious because a person having ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, having the teachings of Calcagno et al. and Newsted et al. 
before him/her, to modify the system of Calcagno et al. to include the inputs to identify a token 
of Newsted et al., since it is suggested by Newsted et al. such that, based on erroneous token 
detection the transmission valid language would be secure (i.e., "As a result of 
lexical processing, user input is typically represented as 
tokens. A syntax error generally involves incorrect placement 
or omission of one lexical token in relation to another lexical 
token, such as a missing semicolon (";") in a programming 
language statement." (See Newsted et al . Col. 2 lines 13-17)... 
"Upon detection of an erroneous token in the user input, one or 
more valid language options are transmitted for use in place of 
the erroneous token. If no erroneous tokens are detected, one 
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or more subsequent valid language options are transmitted ." (See 
Newsted et al . Col. 2 lines 43-47)). 

Combination of Calcagno et al. and Newsted et al. do not explicitly disclose for the 
ranked interpretation. However, Bolotinikov et al. teaches a method/system, performing an 
action in response to at least one of the plurality of ranked interpretations (i.e. , "In 
such instances , the score of the candidate providing the new 
interpretation will be adjusted to properly reflect the newly- 
ranked interpretation ." (See Bolotinikov et al . Par. 130)). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the method/system disclosed in combination of Calcagno et al. and Newsted et 
al. to have ranked interpretation. This modification would have been obvious because a person 
having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings of 
combination of Calcagno et al. and Newsted et al. and Bolotinikov et al. before him/her, to 
modify the system of combination of Calcagno et al. and Newsted et al. to include the ranked 
interpretation of Bolotinikov et al., since it is suggested by Bolotinikov et al. such that, it 
provides consistent means for comparison and ranking and it makes it easy for user to recognize 
multiple forms on interpretation (i . e. , "Such a system, as achieved by 
applicant , is preferred, since it incorporates the ability to 
recognize multiple forms of interpretation , while providing a 
consistent means for comparison and ranking. " (See Bolotinikov 
et al. Par. 130) ) . 
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As per claim 2: 

Calcagno et al. as modified teach a system/method, wherein the inputs comprise a 

natural language request (i.e., "Many applications would benefit from a 
natural language interface suitable to accept and accurately 
process natural language inputs from a user. " (See Calcagno et 
al. Par. 2)) . 

As per claims 3 and 12: 

Calcagno et al. as modified teach a system/method, wherein the inputs comprise a filter 
(i.e., "Even assuming that a natural language expression can be 
subjected to natural language processing and that a linguistic 
structure can be developed which represents the meaning of the 
natural language input, major hurdles must be overcome in order 
to use that linguistic structure with applications that expect 
inputs having a specific structure." (See Calcagno et al. Par. 
5 ) . With explanations of the input having a specific structure requires the input to have some 
kind of filtering system). 

As per claims 4 and 13: 

Calcagno et al. as modified teach a system/method, wherein the inputs comprise a bias 
(i.e., "Based on the interpretation fragments, SIC 210 generates 
patterns and initial search states at ISS creation component 
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218. The initial search states correspond to partially complete 
SemDRS structures with the logical and box structure removed. 
The initial search states, along with preferences for how to 
assemble the interpretation fragments (or patterns) embodied in 
the initial search states are provided to IA 214." (See Calcagno 
et al. Par. 241) ) . 

As per claims 5 and 14: 

Calcagno et al. as modified teach a system/method, wherein the inputs comprise a 
culture (i.e., "Many applications would benefit from a natural 
language interface suitable to accept and accurately process 
natural language inputs from a user. Such natural language 
systems must be robust with respect to linguistic and conceptual 
variation . Consequently, they must be easy to use." (See 
Calcagno et al . Par. 2)) 

As per claim 6: 

Calcagno et al. as modified teach a system/method, wherein the inputs comprise a 
schema for data to be operated upon (i.e., "The semantic analysis system 
can perform this conversion by comparing the input linguistic 
structure to an application schema such that the SemDRS 
accurately represents the domain-dependent meaning of the 
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linguistic expression , but has a structure that can readily be 

used by a desired application ." (See Calcagno et al . Par. 8)). 

As per claims 10 and 23: 

Calcagno et al. as modified teach a system/method, wherein the action comprises 

performing a search (i.e., "SIC 210 includes a service invoker 216, an 
initial search state (ISS) generation component 218, a DRS 
structure restoration generator 220, and a data store 215 that 
contains all interpretation fragments and related information 
created by IFG 212. "(See Calcagno et al . Par. 28)). 

As per claims 1 1 and 24: 

Calcagno et al. as modified teach a system/method, wherein the action comprises 
executing a command represented by the at least one of the plurality of ranked 
interpretations (i.e., "New interpretations provided by translation 
candidates undergoing testing are recorded, evaluated and added 
to the scoring dictionary with the relative point value deemed 
appropriate under applicant's system. In such instances, the 
score of the candidate providing the new interpretation will be 
adjusted to properly reflect the newly-ranked interpretation." 
(See Bolotinikov et al . Par. 130)). 
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As per claim 15: 

Calcagno et al. as modified teach a system/method, wherein the at least one input 
comprises a schema for data upon which the action will be taken (i.e., "The 
application schema is a model of the application's capabilities 
and behavior according to an entity-and-relation model, with 
associated type hierarchy ." (See Calcagno et al . Par. 46)). 

As per claim 16: 

Calcagno et al. as modified teach a system/method comprises: analyzing the natural 
language request to determine a plurality of relevant terms (i.e., "In sys tern 200, 
a textual string 206 is input to linguistic analysis component 
202. String 206 is illustratively an utterance , or any other 
type of natural language input which has been converted to text. 
Linguistic analysis component 202 analyzes input string 206 to 
produce a parse which includes , in one illustrative embodiment , 
a UDRS, a syntax parse tree, a logical form, a tokenized string, 
and a set of named entities ." (See Calcagno et al . Par. 42)); 
associating each of the plurality of relevant terms with at least one structure of a plurality 
of structures in a schema associated with data upon which the action will be taken 
(i.e., "The job of the semantic analysis component 204 of the 
present invention is to receive the parse (which includes the 
UDRS box structure shown in FIG. 5) and interpret it precisely 
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in terms of the application schema 300 shown in FIG. 6. This 
interpretation can then be passed to the application where it 
will be readily understood. In order to do this, semantic 
analysis component 204 first applies semantic mapping rules to 
the UDRS."(See Calcagno et al . Par. 227) ) ; combining terms associated 
with the at least one structure to generate at least one interpretation of the plurality of 
interpretations (i.e., "FIG. 3 is a block diagram illustrating 
semantic analysis component 204 in greater detail. FIG. 3 shows 
that semantic analysis component 204 illustratively includes 
semantic interpretation controller (SIC) 210, interpretation 
fragment generator (IFG) 212, and interpretation assembler (IA) 
214. SIC 210 includes a service invoker 216, an initial search 
state (ISS) generation component 218, a DRS structure 
restoration generator 220, and a data store 215 that contains 
all interpretation fragments and related information created by 
IFG 212 ." (See Calcagno et al. Par. 4 8) ) ; and assigning a rank to the at least 
one interpretation (i.e., "In such instances, the score of the 
candidate providing the new interpretation will be adjusted to 
properly reflect the newly-ranked interpretation." (See 
Bolotinikov et al. Par. 130)). 
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As per claim 19: 

Calcagno et al. as modified teach a system/method, further comprising receiving a set 

ofparameters (i.e., "The information received by SIC 210 is all 

made available to IFG 212 and the semantic mapping and 
application schema, along with the data in data store 215 is 
made available to IA 214." (See Calcagno et al . Par. 240)). 

As per claim 20: 

Calcagno et al. as modified teach a system/method, wherein the set of parameters 
comprises an expansion policy (i.e., "One method which can be used in 
relating the UDRS inputs to SemDRS outputs is to first apply 
semantic mapping rules to the elements of the UDRS in order to 
obtain SemDRS fragments , and then in order to enhance robustness 
of the system to apply similar rewrite rules at the string level 
to create additional SemDRS fragments for information not 
previously associated with applicable semantic mapping 
rules." (See Calcagno et al. Par. 11). With explanation of rule in interpreted 
as policy). 

As per claim 21: 

Calcagno et al. as modified teach a system/method, wherein the set of parameters 
comprises an interpretation generation policy (i.e., "The result of the 
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application of the semantic mapping rules is a set of 
interpretation fragments that specify a mapping between a set of 
UDRS box elements and a set of SemDRS box elements." (See 
Calcagno et al . Par. 251)). 

As per claim 22: 

Calcagno et al. teach a method comprising computer-executable instructions for: in 
response to receiving a natural language request (i.e., "Many applications 
would benefit from a natural language interface suitable to 
accept and accurately process natural language inputs from a 
user. Such natural language systems must be robust with respect 
to linguistic and conceptual variation . Consequently, they must 
be easy to use." (See Calcagno et al . Par. 2 ) ) ; analyzing the modified 
natural language request by analyzing a grammatical structure of the modified natural 
language request at a linguistic level to determine a plurality of relevant terms (i.e. , 
"For example, natural language systems must be able to 
accommodate modifier attachment ambiguities , quantifier scope 
ambiguities , conjunction and disjunction ambiguities , nominal 
compound ambiguities, anaphora, elliptical sentences, etc." (See 
Calcagno et al. Par. 3)... "In system 200, a textual string 206 is 
input to linguistic analysis component 202. String 206 is 
illustratively an utterance , or any other type of natural 
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language input which has been converted to text. Linguistic 
analysis component 202 analyzes input string 206 to produce a 
parse which includes , in one illustrative embodiment, a UDRS , a 
syntax parse tree, a logical form, a tokenized string, and a set 
of named entities ." (See Calcagno et al . Par. 4 2 ) ) ; associating each of 
the plurality of relevant terms with a structure in a schema associated with data upon 
which an action will be taken such that the data is structurally compatible to data in the 
modified natural language request (i . e . , "The job of the semantic analysis 
component 204 of the present invention is to receive the parse 
(which includes the UDRS box structure shown in FIG. 5) and 
interpret it precisely in terms of the application schema 300 
shown in FIG. 6. This interpretation can then be passed to the 
application where it will be readily understood. In order to do 
this, semantic analysis component 204 first applies semantic 
mapping rules to the UDRS ." (See Calcagno et al . Par. 227)); 
combining terms associated with the structure to generate at least one interpretation of the 
natural language request based on matching words and comparing grammatical structures 
(i.e., "The semantic analysis system can perform this conversion 
by comparing the input linguistic structure to an application 
schema such that the SemDRS accurately represents the domain- 
dependent meaning of the linguistic expression , but has a 
structure that can readily be used by a desired application." 
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(See Calcagno et al. Par. 8)... "FIG. 3 is a block diagram 
illustrating semantic analysis component 204 in greater detail. 
FIG. 3 shows that semantic analysis component 204 illustratively 
includes semantic interpretation controller (SIC) 210, 
interpretation fragment generator (IFG) 212, and interpretation 
assembler (IA) 214. SIC 210 includes a service invoker 216, an 
initial search state (ISS) generation component 218, a DRS 
structure restoration generator 220, and a data store 215 that 
contains all interpretation fragments and related information 
created by IFG 212." (See Calcagno et al . Par. 48) ) ; and performing an 
action in response to the at least one interpretation (i.e. , "FIG . 3 is a block 
diagram illustrating semantic analysis component 204 in greater 
detail. FIG. 3 shows that semantic analysis component 204 
illustratively includes semantic interpretation controller (SIC) 
210, interpretation fragment generator (IFG) 212, and 
interpretation assembler (IA) 214." (See Calcagno et al . Par. 
48)) . 

Calcagno et al. do not explicitly disclose for the token. However, Newsted et al. teaches 
a method/system, parsing the grammatical structure of the natural language request to 
identify a token not present in the natural language request, wherein the token includes a 
word that is statistically associated with documents that have grammatical structure 
similar to the natural language request (i.e., "As known to those skilled in 
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art, lexical analysis typically includes detecting language 
tokens which are typically basic elements of a language , such as 
valid keywords . Syntactic analysis includes using parsing 
techniques typically known to those skilled in the art to verify 
the relationship between various lexical tokens detected during 
the lexical analysis phase. In other words, the lexical 
analysis phase checks to see that the basic atomic elements , 
such as keywords of a language , are proper. The syntactic 
analysis phase builds upon these valid atomic elements or 
lexical tokens by further verifying that these tokens are 
organized in relation to one another, for example, in accordance 
with rules defining valid programming language statements ." (See 
Newsted et al . Col. 5 lines 1-13)); adding the token to the natural language 
request thereby generating a modified natural language request (i.e., 
"Additionally , a modification is made to the generated lexical 
analyzer code 84 as produced by LEX, the lexical analyzer 
generator 82 in the embodiment. In this embodiment, LEX 
includes a module named "lexget . c " which includes code that 
reads in the input character stream. The lexical analyzer 
generator 82 typically generates code in which the character 
input stream is read from a file. In this embodiment of the 
grammar sensitive editor, "lexget . c" is modified to read the 
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input characters from the edit buffer 42, rather than from an 
input file." (See Newsted et al . Col. 13 lines 36-45)). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the method/system disclosed in Calcagno et al. to have token. This modification 
would have been obvious because a person having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, having the teachings of Calcagno et al. and Newsted et al. before him/her, 
to modify the system of Calcagno et al. to include the token of Newsted et al, since it is 
suggested by Newsted et al. such that, based on erroneous token detection the transmission valid 
language would be secure (i.e., "As a result of lexical processing, user 
input is typically represented as tokens. A syntax error 
generally involves incorrect placement or omission of one 
lexical token in relation to another lexical token, such as a 
missing semicolon (";") in a programming language statement." 
(See Newsted et al. Col. 2 lines 13-17)... "Upon detection of an 
erroneous token in the user input, one or more valid language 
options are transmitted for use in place of the erroneous token. 
If no erroneous tokens are detected, one or more subsequent 
valid language options are transmitted ." (See Newsted et al . Col. 
2 lines 43-47) ) . 

Calcagno et al. as modified do not explicitly disclose for the ranked interpretation. 
However, Bolotinikov et al. teaches a method/system, assigning a rank to the at least one 
interpretation (i.e., "In such instances, the score of the candidate 
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providing the new interpretation will be adjusted to properly 
reflect the newly-ranked interpretation." (See Newsted et al. 
Par. 130)). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the method/system disclosed in combination of Calcagno et al. and Newsted et 
al. to have ranked interpretation. This modification would have been obvious because a person 
having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings of 
combination of Calcagno et al. and Newsted et al. and Bolotinikov et al. before him/her, to 
modify the system of combination of Calcagno et al. and Newsted et al. to include the ranked 
interpretation of Bolotinikov et al., since it is suggested by Bolotinikov et al. such that, it 
provides consistent means for comparison and ranking and it makes it easy for user to recognize 
multiple forms on interpretation (i . e. , "Such a system, as achieved by 
applicant , is preferred, since it incorporates the ability to 
recognize multiple forms of interpretation , while providing a 
consistent means for comparison and ranking. " (See Bolotinikov 
et al. Par. 130) ) . 

6. Claims 7-8, 17-18, and 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Calcagno et al. United States Patent Publication No. 2003/0176999 Al in view of Newsted 
et al. United States Patent No. 6,016,467 further in view of Bolotinikov et al. United States 
Patent Publication No. 2003/0009352 Al further in view of Faybishenko et al. United States 
Patent No. 6,961,723 B2. 
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As per claim 7: 

Combination of Calcagno et al., Newsted et al., and Bolotinikov et al. do not explicitly 
disclose for the connecting to a plurality of search providers. However, Faybishenko et al. 
teaches a method/system, further comprising a module for connecting to a plurality of 
search providers (i.e., "In one embodiment, the registration 
information may be maintained in a registration repository that 
may include registration information for a plurality of 
providers 120. In one embodiment the hub 100 has access to the 
registration repository. " (See Faybishenko et al . Col. 8 lines 
31-36)) . 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the method/system disclosed in combination of Calcagno et al., Newsted et al, 
and Bolotinikov et al. to have connecting to a plurality of search providers. This modification 
would have been obvious because a person having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, having the teachings of combination of Calcagno et al, Newsted et al, 
Bolotinikov et al. and Faybishenko et al. before him/her, to modify the system of combination of 
Calcagno et al, Newsted et al, and Bolotinikov et al. to include the connecting to a plurality of 
search providers of Faybishenko et al, since it is suggested by Faybishenko et al. such that, It 
would make it easy for other user to have access others customer's work through 
network ( i . e . , "The query routing protocol of the distributed 
information discovery platform may provide scalability . For 
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example, in one embodiment , a distributed information discovery 
network may support millions of publishers and consumers 
performing billions of transactions per day. In some 
embodiments , sophisticated implementations may take advantage of 
advanced connection-management features provided by lower-level 
protocols (e.g. HTTP/1.1)." (See Faybishenko et al . Col. 10 
lines 12-19) ) . 

As per claims 8 and 25: 

Calcagno et al. as modified teach a system/method, wherein the module for connecting 
to the plurality of search providers receives search results from the plurality of search 
providers (i.e., "A distributed network search mechanism is 
described for a consumer coupled to a network to send a search 
request to and receive a search result from at least one 
provider coupled to the network in response to its search 
request. A search request may include a search query. A search 
result may include a query result ." (See Faybishenko et al . Col. 
2 lines 20-24) ) . 

As per claim 17: 

Combination of Calcagno et al., Newsted et al., and Bolotinikov et al. do not explicitly 
disclose for the sending information to at least one of a plurality of search providers. However, 
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Faybishenko et al. teaches a method/system, further comprising sending at least one of the 
plurality of ranked interpretations to at least one of a plurality of search providers 

(i.e., "In some embodiments the distributed information 
discovery network may perform some tailoring of the responses to 
search queries, for example by enabling providers to select the 
information to send in response to search queries or by ranking 
the results based on information from any of the providers ." (See 
Faybishenko et al . Col. 9 lines 2-7)). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the method/system disclosed in combination of Calcagno et al, Newsted et al, 
and Bolotinikov et al. to have sending information to at least one of a plurality of search 
providers. This modification would have been obvious because a person having ordinary skill in 
the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings of combination of Calcagno et 
al., Newsted et al., Bolotinikov et al. and Faybishenko et al. before him/her, to modify the system 
of combination of Calcagno et al., Newsted et al., and Bolotinikov et al. to include the sending 
information to at least one of a plurality of search providers of Faybishenko et al., since it is 
suggested by Faybishenko et al. such that, It would make it easy for user to access other user's 
search result over the network (i . e . , "In this embodiment, the consumer may 
include a front end to perform such presentation , e.g. either as 
a web page or as a client side user interface . In one 
embodiment, the distributed information discovery network may 
collate results from providers 120, perform ranking on the 
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results with respect to the query and present them in HTML, for 

example ." (See Faybishenko et al . Col. 9 lines 9-15)). 

As per claim 18: 

Calcagno et al. as modified teach a system/method, further comprising receiving a 
collection of search results from at least one of a plurality of search providers (i.e. , 

"Thus, a general application or user (consumer 120) may be able 
to query a distributed information discovery network and act on 
the responses as it sees fit. For example a music file sharing 
application may receive results and sort them according to file 
size/connection rate. In some embodiments , the links are 
provided to the information matching the queries'' (See 
Faybishenko et al . Col. 9 lines 15-21)). 

As per claim 26: 

Combination of Calcagno et al, Newsted et al., and Bolotinikov et al. do not explicitly 
disclose for the displaying search result. However, Faybishenko et al. teaches a method/system, 
comprising further computer-executable instructions for displaying search results (i.e., 

"The consumer may receive the query response and optionally 
display the results as indicated at 314." (See Faybishenko et al. 
Col. 22 lines 28-30)) . 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the method/system disclosed in combination of Calcagno et al, Newsted et al, 
and Bolotinikov et al. to have displaying search result. This modification would have been 
obvious because a person having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, 
having the teachings of combination of Calcagno et al., Newsted et al, Bolotinikov et al. and 
Faybishenko et al. before him/her, to modify the system of combination of Calcagno et al, 
Newsted et al, and Bolotinikov et al. to include the displaying search result of Faybishenko et 
al, since it is suggested by Faybishenko et al. such that, it would make easy for customer to see 
the result and make any action which is needed (i.e., "In one embodimen t , 
instead of, or optionally as well as, sending the results to the 
hub, the provider may send the results directly to a location 
specified in the query message. For example, the query message 
may specify a URL that the consumer wishes the results forwarded 
to or displayed at. As another example, the query message may 
include an email address or addresses that the consumer wants 
the results emailed to. "(See Faybishenko et al . Col. 22 lines 
40-47)) . 



Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant contends Newsted et al. fails to teach "a program module configured to parse 
a grammatical structure of the received inputs to identify a token not present in the received 
inputs, wherein the token includes a word that is statistically associated with documents that 
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have grammatical structures similar to the received inputs; and program module configured to 
add the token to the received inputs thereby generating a modified inputs ". Examiner 
respectfully disagrees for the reasons stated in the Non-Final Action. Additionally, Newsted et al. 
teach a method wherein the analysis using parsing techniques to verify the relationship between 
lexical tokens detected by analysis process. As a result the user input is represented as tokens 
and in case of any missing lexical token such as a missing semicolon (";") in the programming 
language statement (See Newsted et al. Col. 2 lines 3-18). Also parser 
would perform grammatical analysis over the lexical token input and upon detection of 
erroneous token in the user input; one of the valid options would be transmitted in place of the 
erroneous token. It is obvious that the missing token would be identified by parser ( See 
Newsted et al. Col. 35-47). 

8. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., "identify 
token missing from a query") are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the 
claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

9. Applicant's arguments for the rest of claims are related to the independent claims 1, 9, 
22. Examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant because of above explanation. 
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Conclusion 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fariborz Khoshnoodi whose telephone number is 571-270-1005. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH every other F 8:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on 571-272-4085. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Fariborz Khoshnoodi/ 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2 164 



/Charles Rones/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2164 



